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Applic~ntName: Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy

TeleFhone: 530- 47 4 - 3966

F~x: 530-474-1112

Aamuntoffunding requested: $ 224,627.60 [’or 3 yeaxs

see page __ ~fthe Proposal Solicitation Package for more information.
In Fish Passage Assessment               ro Fish Passage Improvements

Indicate the geographic area of your proposal (check ~nly one box):

~ Landscape (~ntheBay-Delta watershed) [] North Bay:

Indicate rke primary species which ~e proposa: addresses (check no more than two boxes):

~ Winter-ran chinook salmon ex Spring-run chinook salmon

[] Splittail ~x Steelhead trout

~ Migratory birds
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[~dicate the type of applicant (check only on¢ box):

Pt:blie.fNon-pro fit jeLnt venture ~ Non-profit

University ~

Monitoring ~] Education
Rese~ch

By signing below, the applicant declares the ibllo,~qng:

(1) the nmtk.zulness o f all representatiorm in their proposal;

(2) the individual signing the form is emitied to submit the applicatiun on behalf of the epplieaat (if
applicant is em entity or organization); and

(3) the person submitting the applicafien has read rand understood the conflict of interest a~d confidentiality
discussioa in the PSP (Section II.K) and waives may and all rights m privacy and confidentiality efthe
proposal on behalf of the applicant, to the extent as provided in the Section.

~: i,.g~l,!.;. i’/’:~.~,~-)i~f. ~_/~-,- / x.<~t,-,~.!
iSignatm-e~fApplieant) Y~ki7) President, Battle Creek Water:shed Conservancy"
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II. Executive Summary

Title: Battle Creek Waterehed Stewardship

Appllca~t: Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy

~ause of ils h~h ~t~gal ~r restoration, Ba~e C~k ~ undue in ~e Sacramento Riv~ s~m. Were
it not ~r hyd~er dive.ions and fish ha~he~ o~rations Bagle Cr~k ~uld be a ma~ive ~r of
s~ng~nterffall~at~ll Chin~k salm~ as ~1 as s~elhead, The ~ter-flo~ and fi~-~ issues
are being ~ed under ~e auspic~ of the BaSle C~k Wo~ing G~up, at a ve~ subs~n~al

The Ba~e Cr~k Waers~ ~n~a~y is ~ing ~yond ~e "plumbing" of ~e c~, ~ Iong-~
protec~on ~ ~is inv~nt though step.hip. The pro~ ~sks inclu~ di~t
r~ra~on (noxious w~ abatement), protection against fu~re e~sys~m degrada~on (~els
mana~ment, ~n~a~on easemenk), impmve~nt of d~mded habit, plus an ou~h c~ent.
Whi~ ~e e~s~m ~sk ~tl ha~ a di~l ~ne~t ~ ~e s~monids aM o~er den~ of our wale~h~,
¯ e ~li~cal component is pe~aps most im~dant: ~ ~e local msiden~ do nol sup~ ~e rest~t~ of
~ffie C~ek, then ~e salmon have a p~r Iong-te~ ou~k.
Appr~c~asks/Schedule:
~ ~e~ ~s make e~nsive u~ of c~ng age~i~ and o~ en~ti~ ~r bo~ planning
implemen~n, The ~llo~ng areas of~rk a~ related ~sks ~ determined ba~ on ident~d n~s
~in the wa~mh~, ~qu~ by lan~ow~, and su~esfion~
Constancy ~ugh ~e 9a~e C~k Wo~ing G~up:

¯ W~ ~ implosion - ~ing develo~d ~om pu~ic input through ~e ~e C~k
Wa~m~ P~. It is cl~r ~at m~t ~siden~ wa~ ~ k~ lhe area mu~ as it is now, and ~at
~ey are in~r~ in s~ing ~e salon ~tum. This task involves ~p~men~ng ~e s~gy ~,
i~luding ~on, his~dc d~u~n~on/~ni~n, and ~re proj~t planning.

¯ Up~r ~ p~e~. c~l to sa~monids. While c~ose a~fi~ is given ~ ~r Ba~e
C~ek ~w and ~sh-p~s~e proteins, ~e ~nse~ancy atso pr~o~ to ~k at
fu~re reste~fion, impmv~ management, and pro~tion n~ds.

Fuel~ ~na~nt - la~e areas have dangerously high ~el loads, Shad~ fuel b~ks and o~er
vege~on management can reduce the risk of ~ld~re and reduce ~e likelih~ of
s~imen~n. By ~ov~ng such a dear ~neflt to ~e residents, fuels man~ement ~11 likely ~lp
involve ~em in other ConseNa~y pr~ms.

¯ Conse~i~ ~ planning - ~st areas of Io~r a~ midd~ Ba~e Cr~k am in la~ ~d
holdings, ~ ranching or to~p~t ~nd us~, ~h has ~in~in~ 8a~ C~ ~ ~r. The
most effective tool in the fa~ of develo~nt pressure is ~e co~e~a~on easement, This task
supp~s a ~anning e~ ~ identi~ willing tando~e~.

¯ Nox~u~ ~ ~n~l - exotic plan~ ~e a Ihmat 1o ~e en~m ~osystem,
¯ e con~nued use of ~nchland ~r
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Battle Creek Wa~mc,ah~d ~tewa~d~hie

Justification for Project and Funding by CALFED:
The proposed tasks support the investment currently being made in Battfa Creek. Impmvenlent,
management, and protection of riparian and upland areas in all reaches of the watershed are needed.
The expected high preducfivity of a restored Battle Creek for all types of Chinook salmon and for
steethead woutd be compromised over the long term by wi~d~re, meadow erosion, inappropriate land
uses, intensive development, and other factors.

Budget Cc~ts and Third Party Impacts:
Tee table shows proposed budgets by year for each of the five tasks. No negative third.party impacts are
foreseen, and most tasks have pasitJve local employment impacts for task implementation and
monitedng.

Task Year I Year 2 Year 3 TOTAL
budget budget budgl~

1 ware rsh ed s~ levy iml:~eme rl~ 5,580,00 28,93600 24,6~6.80 5~,f32 80
2.~tershed pr~:esses 5,616.80 5,616.80

3 Fu~s mana~em~ent~ ra~__ 80,842 80 2T,775.80 24,073.~ 138,690.80
4 Conservati~ ease’neat pr~ram 3,209.60 3,20980
5 Exotic we~d abatement prof~ram 17,978.4{~ 17,978.40
TOTAL ANNUALLY 119,14760 56,71100 48,769.80 224,527.60

Applicant Qualifications:
The Conservancy’s Board of Directors includes eaosemed cifizene and residents with broad experience in
cattle ranching, trench management, commercial forestry, aquaculture, environmental monitoring, and
government contract management. The task collaboralors, who wi.~ be heavily involved in task
implementation, have extensive field experience in the typos of projects proposed.

Monitoring and Data Evaluation:
Provision is made in each task for appreprfale monitoring and re-evaluation, so that the eflicany of
implemaniation can be judged, and impiereen~atJon techniques can be revised as f~d results indicate.
Monitoring necessity, tanhniques and implications need to be fully explained to watershed residents and
landowners to alleviate fear of pdvacy invasion.

The Conservancy is a local organization with a locally controlled agenda. Local support is both the source
of the tasks in this proposal and the reason for those tasks: the Conservancy can encourage conservation
measures in the watershed only through task implementat~or} with support in the community, combined
with benefits to the community. Al ~ same time, successful implementation of such teaks may gradually
win over some of ~ose who see outside conservation aolivi~s as plots designed somehow to confiscate
their water dghts.

The proposed tasks, which are ~.~ll coordinated with the ~,~ of ~e many ageac~s and stakeholders,
pdmadly address the long-term protec~n of the ripedan and upland areas of the watershed, which are
crilical to the functioning of the reaches of Battle Creek now being restored.

The proposed tasks d[rec~y support the primary CALFED o~jectives of water qoatity and habitat
improvement, and indirectly (by delaying peak runoff) reduce the dsk of levee failure,

4
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Battle Creek Watershed Stewardship

¯ Watershed Strategy Implementation
¯ Upper Watershed Processes
¯ Fire Defense Improvements

¯ Conservation Easement Planning
¯ Noxious Weed Controls

Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy

Leland Davis, President

PO Box 606, Manton, CA 96059
530 474-3966(phone) 530 474-1112 (fax)

Non Prof’~ Public Benefit Corporation - Tax ID Number 68-~4t 1734

’~a~e Cree~ Watershed Proje~
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IV. Project Description
The Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy (BCWC) has benefited greatly from much of the recent planning
wo~k [or the watershed. This is a signif~ant departore ~’em the basis of o~er Watershed Conservaacles
recently formed in the North Slate, enabling almost immediate, real work projects, deemed by many
landowners as most appropriate uses of funding Technida( planning, through the ~tge Creek Work Group,
has brought together exgeffs from numerous dieciplicaa working to determine the best restoration actions for
the anadromooa fish passage and water flow issues in the system, and has brought focus 1o other significant
issues. The role of the BCWC is to be involved with the planning of those resforafiee actions, through
parltaipafion and involvement in the Ba~e Creek Work Group, and to broaden the scope olwork to other
issues on the land.
On-the-ground real work, visible immediately to al} reagents, is needed to provide examples of projects they
may become involved with on their properties. Such work is doomed of significant value, whereas planning is
often viewed as a lees than easenf~al expenditure. The goal for this scope of work is to balance work and
planning in a way that is acceptable to the public.

Project Description and Approach:

The water of Battle Creek is ab~Jndant (250ofs) and cold (due to its hydrology): this water, as well as the
riparian and upland areas of the watershed, is cd’~cal to the continued health of the system. The crook’s
ability to support a w,~d fishery is dependenl on alJ of these factore.
The considerable expenditures budgeted to repair the plumbing problems of Battle Creek to increase
available habitat for wild populations of Chinook salmon and steelhead may not ensure the continued heellh
of the watershed. The BCWC’s view Ls broader, looking at the overall health of the watershed, its natural

Task 1. Implement Watershed StTategy - Implementalion of the watershed strategy, a significant task for
the 9CWC, will help 1o direct the scope of work for the next several years. The alrategy being developed by
the Battle Creek Watershed Project (funded by CVPIA and CAT III}, and presently one year prior to
completion, will contain visions for the communifies, including general comments such as "keep the
areas/communities the way they are" and "bring back the fish." These very general comments have been
repeated frequently during the series of meetings held in the watershed to date. The strategy will thus focus
on many issues, which support these central themes. Staff will implement the watershed strategy under
direction by the BCWC.
Education is the key to helping people, from landowners/residents of the area to county planners, understand
what constitutes a heaJthy watershed. The needs of the tlshehes, potenlJal impacts of acres and acres of
noxious and invasive weeds, the impact a contlagratior, might have on the area, require further explanation
for the public to understand the relationship of these issues to a thtly f~ectioning watershed. How the exle~ng
natural resources c~n be best protected into the future while maintaining the economic viabiliIy of the area is
a question that needs to be addressed. Education is the key to understanding these issues.
Community events and forums provide excellent oppontunities to reach members of the ceremun~y who have
not been previously involved. Mailings about the BCWC may not have caught the attention of a landowner,
while personal contact during such an event might. Klamath weed controls could he just the issue to open a
dialogue with ranchers about other issues regarding the fishery: because their main concern, the viability of
the ranch, is being addressed, they will be more likely to discuss and understand other issues impacting the
watershed. When the door for conversation has been opened such issues as fish and the health ~ the
watershed can be discussed. Often, un’~l people see something which addresses their own self-interaat,
they refuse to become involved in a project. Opening doors to new ideas is essential to healing ills that now
aff~:t our )andecabea and the watersheds, and to implementing the watershed strategy for Battle Creek.
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The Salmon Festival, begun over 8 yearn ago in the lower reach of ~ttle Creek, is a perfect venue tu
provide the public with informa~on on the status of the wild fishery as well as the hatchery epera~r~ at
Coleman National Fish Hatchery {CNFH), Information, displays and ether hands-on activities on the related
rest, ration efforts, the importance of the health of the watershed and how they are all interrelated would all
be important informa~n for the public, Funding Io supper public inf~rma~n berteinieg to these topie~ ts
included in the irnplereentafion of the strategy.
Education will include conrdir~ation with schools in the waternhed, (there are 3 elementary schools, no high
schools, serving approximately 900 students) throngh the existing AmariCorps sponsored watershed projects
in both Shasta and Tehama Counties. Schools have parlfoipated in the watershed project in past years and
based on their budgel capabilities, plan to padicipata in future yearn. The grogram provides a Community
Ccordinafor to assist teachers with the curriculum (Mopt-A-Watershed and other), coordinate activities and
field trips for the classrooms. Students pe~cipating learn fi’om a watershed wide approach about natural

Recognition for his!ode activities in the watershed is very important to residents o| the area. As the lower and
middle reach restoration efforts continue, appropriate ways to acknowledge the historic achvitiee of early
hydro a~ ranching development wil! be included.
Monitoring and pe~aps studies wi!l be needed for effective support of planning activities, including planning
for funding of future projects. Again, the BCWC will emphasize on-the-ground actions; however, preliminary
studies may be appropnate .~ some instances and are thus leo!haled in this task. All monitodeg aetJvittes
need to ensure protection of landowner privacy, pretecdon from trespass, and release fi’om liability, Much of
~e monitoring eauld be done by the landowner, with Global Information Systems (GtS) support. G/S support
is currently available ~m CSU-Chico and additional GIS work is alice.areal for in the monitoring section, task
1.3.
It is essential to request funding ~or the implementation of the strategy, even though tile strategy is not
ccmpleta at this time. Support is required to continue the level of activily that has built in the past year during
the infancy of the Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy and to increase the effectiveness of the
organization. Although specifics of the strategy cannot be provided at Ibis writing details will shortly become
available and can be specified in an amended scope of work for this task, prior to completion of contracts.
Task 2. Upper Watershed Pro~eeees. Walershed processes, particularly in the upper waternhed, wit! be
the feaus of convening a warkgroup through the BCWC to determine a scope of work for these ames and
approaches for achon. Devefoping plans to work with private landowners requires time: time to develop
rapport with interested tandewners and l~rne for them to gain a level of con!!dance with the individuals
suggasfing areas of work. Only after these goals have been accomplished can the work required developing
a real plan he initiated and then finald.ed. Staff will initiate the warkgroup and its tasks under direction of the
BCWC.
The importance of the feootions of upper watersheds has become more apparent as the CAL FED planning
process ~roceads. This task will be a significant slep towards restoration work in the upper reaches of Battle
Creek.
Task 3. Fire Defense Improvements. Accumulated fuel loads on the landscape surrounding communities
in rural and sometimes inaccessible areas create prirne curtal!liens for the spread of a wild fire, wh,~h could
escalate to a catastrophic tire. Actual restoration of wild spring-run Chinook salmon and steelhead could be
significantly retarded by such a conflagration and the increased sediment resulting from such a disturbance
could cause great dethment to several year classes of fish,
Staff will assist coordination between landowners and CDF to implement the fire defense improvements, and
other related tasks under direction af the BCWC. Work will be contracted to Laasen National Forest for 3.2
and to CDF for 3.4,3.8,3.13, 3.t5 an~ 3.16.
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Providing fire defense improvements in the form of shaded fuel breaks in the watershed and implementing
actions for the reduction of excessive fuel loads in the upper watershed could prevent such a catastrophic
fire. Additionally, fire issues are of signil~cent concern to most el rural California, including Barite Creek
watershed residents, Such a program would foster the continued support of landowners with on-the-ground
work through the demonstration proiec~. Placement of addi~onal shaded fuel breaks on the nedh side of the
watershed in the Shingletown ridge area would add strength fe the defensible spaces to hold fires, Through
public ou~’eech, clear links be~een the need and benefit of defensible spaces on small and large properties
and the potential impac{ of a catesti’ophic fire in the watershed and its effect on the restoration activities
would be emphasized, along with private responsibilities for same.
The fire defense improvement demonstration project in the Manten area would provide protec~ns against
wildfire traveling north toward Shingtetown and would aid in proven’~ng the spread of structure fires fi’om the
Manton community into the South Fork canyon area. Once a fire reaches that canyon it is a fairly straight
chimney-Nke jump up the ravine to Mineral. Placement ~ shaded fuel breaks below Shingletown could help
reduce fire spread into the No~ Fork areas, Maintenance of the fuel breaks would be initiated dudng Year
Three, with subsequent maintenance work needed in following yeare. This project would be coordinated and
put in place under subcontract with CDF.
Included in this task would be development of Vngete~on Management Plans with willing landowners for
improved fuel load conditions, which would, in addition, prevlde improved wildlite habitat and liveat~.k
forage. Con~olled fuel management has become essential to reducing the chance for fires to devastate
human interests, animals, and the ecosystem.
The Lessen National Forest (LNF) would conduct a Fuels Management Plan for the forest, under
subc~ntrect. Such an assessment ties directly to quest~ns and consems voiced during a recent four on the
south fork meadow below the LNF. Additionally LNF plans a road inventory and related appropriate actions
for the same area, unrelated to th~ project.
Task 4. Conservation Easements. Conservation easements, which are probably the most setisfacthry
method for providing long-term protecfion to environmentally sensitive areas within the watershed, have the
advantage that the cooperating landowner retaJes control of the land and can continue to make economic
use of the land, subject to easement resthctions. In the Battle Creek watershed conservation easements are
potentially valuable on ranch land with dparlan frontage on saimenid h~itet, on upland meadows tributary to
salmonid habitat, and on other cdtJcal areas where development might threaten environmental values
important to salmonids. Staff will implement the conservation easement planning under direatJon of BCWC.
Planning for conserva6en easements is a long and complex process. Each easement must be designed to
meet lhe needs of the landowner as well as those of the environment. Fortunately preliminary discussions
with landowners in the watershed indica~ that there is substantial interest in conse~tafien easements. This
task provides funding to support meetings with small groups of landowners and with individual landowners.
The goal is to lind willing landowners and to develop easement strategies, which will be beneficial to both the
landowner and the environment It is anticipated that this task will involve cooperation with The Nature
Conservancy. Funds for specific conservahon easements will be sought at a later time.
Task 5. Noxious Weed Controls - Removal of noxious weeds is essential to prevent their fur~er spread.
Waiting on this issue would only increase the cesta eventoatiy involved in removal and may make control, let
alone complete eradication, all but impossible.
Two plants are targeted at this time for contho~ efforts in the Battle Creek watershed. Scotch Broom - C~isus
~ or French Broom - C~ rnonspessulanus and Ktamath Weed or (St. Johnswort) - ~
~pese somewhat different probleme, broom being thvasive and eliminating habitat for a va~ly of
wildlife, while Klamath Weed is a threat to the livestock industry, as it can cause severe injury and alL, places
vafuab!e forage.
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Broom, e woody perennial up to 10 feet tall that invades disturbed areas i.e. roadsides, is a prodigious seed
producer, up to 18,0g0 seeds per plant annually. It was introduced as an ornamental and later used for
slabilization. It is a deep-roofed nilfogen fixer enabling it to establish in poor soils. Waxy coverings on
branches help the plant sur,’iva dry onndilions, thdviog in both shade and sun. Its ability to cotunize disturbed
areas and thrive in ~kJ ciimatea (il is an increasing problem in the Upper Bl~e Mouofaths of Australia) both
increase the potential spread to higher elevations, where it would impact forests. In native grasslands, dense
brush fields of broom profoundly alter the appearance of the landscape and degrade habitat for wildlife.
Broom is highly competitive and displaces native plant species, Seedpeds explode when ripe with seed
surviving up le 80 years. Plants along Battle Creek, its tributaries and the canal systems benefit from the
water flow with additional seed dispersal, Broom also has a h~Jh resin level and bums with fury, even when
green.
Broom is located near the valley floor around CNFH, in the NF in Shingletewe (approx. 4,000’), and in the SF
at Maoton Rd, and in various locations throughout the watershed. Herbicidal con~’o] is peasilYe but
ex~ensive, and would be of concern next to watercourses. Biological controls have been utilized in some
areas, status unknown in Battle Creek watershed. The entire plant can be rnenuatly removed dudng wet
months of the year.
Klamath weed is photodynamic, able to convert sunlight into energy (primarily heat) causing cellular
damage and sunburn. Cattle and sheep are the most sensitive to Ihis toxin, but swine and horses may also
be affected,
Klamath weed is not palatable and is eaten only when better food is unavailable. Severe burn can occur to
the point where large areas ef skir~ pest off, is extTemely paldfut, end predisposes the animal to infection.
Affected enimais may act abnormally and not want to eat due to the discomfort. The eyes may be affected;
these animals may nel be able to see.
Current status - both targefed weeds have benefited ’~"om Iwo conascutJve wet springs with resultant heavy
seed crops. Particulady for Klamath weed, time is really of the essence. An explosion of plants is eminent,
out-competing native plants and reducing forage for wildlife and the livestock industry.
The approach to con~ots will be multilesetsd, including p~blic outreach and actual removal programs by
crews and through a corernunity ’war on weeds day’. Tehama County Department of Agriculture will pertoer
with the BCWC to provide biolngical control and will participate in the noxious we~l committee. Monitoring
will be neeeasary and will need le coincide with control activities.
Equipment for the project will entail weed pulling tools (for broom initially) which leverage the operators’
ability to "pull" weeds out of the ground Such equipment will be available to crews to do removal work and
iodividuals fer use en their own land Biological controls will be used on Klamath weed
Utilization of the watershed by diverse wildlife populelions and the continued use of the land for agricultural
interests will be directly linked to the continued success of these aofivities. The invasion of exodc weeds,
altering the biodiversity of plants for forage could forever alter the use of the land. Lost deer habitat and
reduced cattle production could all occur due to cempettfion by exotic plants. Actions now ccold prevent
future probterns and changes in land use from la,"ge ranches to developments.

Proposed Scope of Work:
Areas of work and related tasks were defermined I~ased on identified needs within the watershed, requests
by landowners for proiects they would like to become involved in, and suggesfiens by professionals working
with the BCWC through the Battle Creek Work Group. The planned schedule considers time of year for on-
the-ground work and coordinates completion dates for moot benefits of seasonally related weft(, (i.e, tire
breaks in pdor to fire season, not following the season). Additional consideration was given to available c~ew
times for projects and seasonal growth of noxious weeds.
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The following charts delineate tasks, completion dates, task desoriptions, deliverables and budgets.
Subtasks that could be reasonably separated from the rest ef the task are so indicated at the boltom of each
task box.

Table 1: Task I subtasks, milestones, and budgets

Date
9130f0t 1.0 Implement Battte Creek Watershed Strategy- vail be finalized ~y June 15, 1999 $~i9,132.00

6~30f01 1.1 InitiateimplemantetJonoftheBatlleCrsekWaterzhedStrategy-dev~oped Irnple~e~l
by me Bathe Creek Watershed Pr~esl with the Barite Creek Watemhed Strategy f~r
Conservancy and Ihe Tehama Coumy and Western Shasta Resource watershed.

side’ of salmon life history, rJudng the Fall Salman Festival {2tyears} and ’,~ld d,;,jesBves.

plan projects, coordinate with landowners, agandes, secure funding (2/years) planning
p~::cesses.

Come,ion Tas~k D_gliverable B~doet

s~_oeclficatJons.

fO
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Table 3: Task 3 subtas~, mikstones, and budgets

C~ Task Deffve~ ~
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Nov. 30’ 1999 4.0 Coneewation Easement Planning I $3,209.60

Table 5: Task 5 subtask% milesrones~ and budgets

C~ Tas__k Deliverable, Budeet
Sop1.30,1999 5,0 Noxious Weed Controls - ronloval and eee~ol of r~XiOLIS weetts atthin ~o $1T,978.40

BroomButtle Cr~ war.hod, ~th initial focus on Klalna~h wa~ and See!~h
TOTAL

In progress 5.t Establish Committee, coordinate meetings ideetlfy and involve Committee ,6(}4.80
appropriate o~aniza~ona, county and state ageedes, ~d land~ to meets at
coordinate removaltc~ntrols, especially atth Ihoss already working ee least 4x’s.
lands in the watershed

Mar. 39, 1999 5.2 Initiate monitoring- photo monitoring on the ground, c~nfor o~ Monitoring 1,844,80
additional ec~ogical and biological monitoring, protocols, initiate p~or to deeurnents.
rernesal a~vtties

In progress 5.3 Initiate Public Outtesch Program- landowners, residents, stakeholders Articles, 1,56360
and visiturs for the idee6~foati~n of targeted plants and opOons for brochure
remeval; ul~lize press releases, public inforrna~ee spots, E~CWC ~nted
newsletter and iesal publications, produce brochure regarding ~oxious
weeds atthin the watershed.

Throughout 5.4 Education for sfodenfo in anheole- coordinate with AmertCorps A~]vittss w/ 1,563.60
project Tehama and Sheets County Watershed Programs, already w~thing in students.

schools throughout the watershed
Feb 2.8, 1999 5.5 Purchase equipmenUsuppliee- w~ pultsrs (2 heavy duty 2 medium) Equil)rnent 3,393.80

Klarnath waed bee~es to treat up to 10(] acres
May 31, t999 5.6 Sponsor removal by crews in targeted areas - provide for rer~wal et 5 Acres 3,601 80

acres or more of noxieL~S weeds in the wa~rshed, by AmedCorps removed.
Watershed Hand Crew, ceer<~inato removal through ~hur crews, through
CDF and Shedlfs Department.

May 31,1999 5.7 Sponsor s War on Weeds Day atth an incentive for actual r~rnoval of Plants 3,603 60
broom and Klameth weed from properiJes within the watershed removed.

July 30,1999 5.8 Complete noxious weed plan -for both removal and future rnonit~ng Final Plan. 401 20
of weeds atthin the watershed.

Ju)y 30, 1999 5.9 Evaluate funding requirements for future projects- make application Submit 4~1 20
as appropriale. Appllcaliee.

Subtask 5.7 could be separated from retnainder of subtasks,
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BaUJe Creek Watershed Stewardship

Location and/or Geographic Boundarics of the Project: "

Project areas are all within the Battle Creek Watershed, which lies in Shasta and Tehama Counties, Northern
California and is a tributary to the Sacramento River. Battle Creek watershed is approximately 320 square
miles on the esstsJde of the valley, entering the Sacramento River approximately 5 miles southeast of
Cottonwood.

~.’,~,’~.

/~"
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Exl~ecte~ Beuefits(s):
The overall expected ben~,~t from the s,cope of work proposed is: 1) to accomplish real work to reduce
sttesanrs on the anadrornous fishery in Battle Creek specifically, ’protect, restore and maintain ecological
processes and ,~nct~ons in... ’and... ~th tocal landowners to ma~Htain and restore riparian communilies’; 2)
to plan future work to further reduce stressors and; 3) to set the stage for further cooperation by landowners
as restoration e~rte continue, furlher reducing strassors. Pdmary benefits will be fur spring-run Chinook
salmon and steelhead trout, with secondary benefits to winter-ron Chinook salmon, fall and late-falt-ron
Chinook salmon.
The CALFED ERPP cited topics of water diversions; dams, ~eservoits, v~irs and other structures; and land
uses are primary stressors addressed by the proposed scope of work, To help landowners understand why
these are streseors to the fishery is a significant step to future cooperation and work. CALFED cites further
the need to devetop coeperafive approaches, work with landowners, and proreole rengeland practices and
livestock stocking levels as important factors to be addressed. The scope of work in this project will begin
addressing all of those issues. Prevention of itlegat fish harvest would be best accomplished with willing
landowners cooperating to help eliminate illegal takes within the watershed.

Primary Streesora: (Quote~ fi’om Volume II, ERPP Draft, March 1998)
Water diversions "develop a cooperative approach....or acquire water dghts to eliminate the need

for diversion and screening". (pg. 185)
Darns, resentoire, weire end other etrucffures "work with tandewaers .......... to improve fish

passage’. (pg. 186)
Land u~e "prumete rangeland management practices and livestcok stocking levels to maintain

high-qualily habitat conditions for wildlife, aquatic and plant communities...,.. Protect, restore
and maintain ecological processes and functions in,., Batlis Creek watershed by elirninating
conflicts belween land use practices and watershed health’, {Pg. 186)

I~a=vest of fish and ~ldlife "control illegal harvest.,.". (Pg. 187)

Species:
Primary beeerd- spring-run Chinook salmon, Steel head treut
Secondary benefit - winter-run Chinook salmon, fall and late-fall-run Chtheo~ salmon

Hebtta~:
Ripeden ~,nd eb.ded Rivedee Aquatic Habitats - "encourage the de’~elopment of long-term

measures in the comprehensive watershed management plan to further improve water
temperature... ". (l:kj. 184)

Cooperatively negotiate long-term agreements ~ Iocal landowners to main fate and restore
riparian commun~es aleng the {owar reaches of ........ and Battle Creeks". (Pg, 184)

Background and Eeological/Biological~Technical Justification:
The goal of the Batbe Creek Watershed Conservancy, as stated in the bylaws is "to restore and preserve
environmental and economic resources of the Battle Creek, California, watershed through responsible
stewardship, liaison, cooperation, and education."
The Battle Creek watershed is considered to generally be in good health. The scope of work seleste~ is
intended to maintain the status and begin addressing issues/arsas known to be in less than the best
condition, tl is important to keep in mind that cooperalion by private landowners will be essential to the
overall successful increases o~ wild salmon and steelheed in Battle Creek, One alternative is to do nothing at
this time, which would create additional degradation of the ecosystem. Preventing the decline of both the
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biediversity and integrity of ecological processes and functions for future pro~ectfens for the fishery seeres to
be significant justiflcahon for the planned areas of work.

Ecosystem Reetor~tion Program Plan Impl~reenl~ion Objectlvee:
The scope of work for this proje~l intends to address the fotiowing areas in sevetet manners;

Ecological pro~eeeel- Central Vall#y Stream flows (pg. 181)
Nalutel Sediment Supply (pg. 182)
Stream Meander (pg. 182)
Natural Rondplain and Fraud pracesse~ (pg. 183)
Up, per Watershed Processes (pg. 184)

Habit~’~ - Riparian and Shaded Riverine Aquatic Habitats (pg. 184)

Eliminating or Redudnfl 8treesors - Water Diversions.(pg. 185)
Dams, Reeer~eirs, Weirs, and Other Structures (ng. 185)
Land Use (pg. 186)
Harvest of Fish and Witdlife (pg. 187)

For some objectives, where direct work is not planned, the real work is to help the landowners and residents
of the Battle Creek watershed understand the impacts, for instance of the stressors. Uederstand[ng how the
streesors make an impact wtiJ help landowners understand their rule and the importance of that rata in the
bigger picture, the health of the Sacramento River watershed and the thbutary watershed they live w’~hin,
Baltle Creek. Educa~on again wfti be the key to reaking real tong-ferrs changes to eliminate some streesors.

Monitoring and Data Evaluation:
Initia! reonitoring for both noxious weed, and fire defense impmvereenta will include photo monitoring, rate of
re-growih, and species esteblished in the treated arees. Monitoring for ireplementation of the sttafegy,
upper watershed processes and conservation easement planning will utilize statistical information regarding
padJcipation in the planning processes, and deliverables accomplished as ways to meesure those tasks.
Application for fending of a planned conservation easement or for a restoration project in the upper teaches
of the watershed would be other rmeni~ofing tools for those tasks.
Monitoring ’,viii be designed with the assistance of resource personnel to ensure apprppfiate in f~’mation is
gathered, and lhe accuracy of the information will be ensured through ~-ainieg for any voluntaer monitoring
efforts.

Irnplemen~abill~y:
Implereenting the tasks of this proposed scope of work will be accomplished under the diteclion of the BCWC
Board of Directors, with responsibitity for accompl{slling the scope of work being that of the Watershed
Coordinator. CEQA compliance will be adhered to as neseasa~ under the tasks, and letters of egteereect
with pdvate laedowoers will be secured prior to any acridines on pdvafe lands. Approprtate letters of
agreement with holder of pubtic lands will also be secured as appropriate.
Local support is evidenced by interest in the specific tasks planned under this project and the level of
participation in numerous meetings and functions of the Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy, notably, over
100 attending the first annual meeting of the Conservancy and over 60 members within 3 months. Over 400
different iedividuats have pedJcipated in meetings throughout the watershed.
Support fl’orn both state and federal agencies will be forthcoreing to the degree oiled in this proposal.
Actually, more assistance has been offered than will be utilized by this specific proposal and plans will
continue to expand likely utilizing the offered assistance.

15
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V. Costs and Schedule to Implement Proposed Project

~hase/~ask Did.abor hrs

12 I 400 $6,800.001 $3,324.001 [ $1(~,500,00~ $2O,624.00[
1 3 i 400 , $6 800.00i $1 624.00i I $2,000.00i $10,42400I

Tasktotals i 2,200 ! ~W,’~460.00J ~,232.~J $OOOl ~0.00i $12,600.60! $59,132.00

2,2 66 $t,020.00i $183.60i i i $I,203.60
Taak Iotals . 280 $4t760.60’, $~56.60i $0.0~i $0.60 $0.60i $5,0i6.80

31 60 $1,020-00i $183.60i i $1,203.6(
3.2 30 $510.00 $5,371.80’= $26,400.00i $32,2818[
33 30
3.4 36 $5 O00i $2,356,40i $11,323.00i $14/189.4(
35 30 $510.00 $,’,289.00i $35,986 OOi
3.6 120 $2,040.00 $447,20’, $400.00!

$43,785
$2,8872(

3"/ 66 $1,020.00 $183.60] $1,203.6[
3.8 30 $510.00i $2,357.40i $11,328,00! $14,t95.4(
39 120 $2,040.00i $367 20

i ’
$2,407.2(

3.10 ~0 $t,~.00! $223,801 i $20o00 $1,~36(
3 1! 30 $510.00i $91.80i ] $601.8(
312 30 $510.00 $111,80’. $100,00 $721.6(
3"i3 30 $510.00 $2,357.401 $11,326.001 $14,195.4(
3,14 90 $1 530.00i $275 40i i $1,8~5,4(
315 tO $170"80i $59080i $1 800"Oei
3.16 120 $2,040.00! $267.20i $2,000.001 i $4,807.2(

,~.1 100 $1,700 001 $30e.0~i i i $2,006.00J
4.2 40 $eeo.oo[ $12240!. i ! $602.40I
4.3 , 2o $34o oo~, $el.20i i i $40t.20

Task totals i 160 $2,720.00:, !~A89.60i ~’60i $&60;, $0.00! $3,209.60

5 1 80 $1,360.00i $244 80~ j $1,604.80
5.2 8O $1,360,801 $284.80i

~ $2OO001 $1,8~4.8(

5.4 60 $1,020.00i $243.60i $300 O0i $1,563.6(

5.6 30 $5"10001 $591.801 $2,500.00! $3,601.80
5.7 60 $1,020.00i $583 60i i $2,000.60i $3,603.60

s.~ 20 $:~0.00 $e"1,2oi ! s4ot2o
Ta~ktotals 420 U,14&O0 ~677.40i $0.00i $~600.60! ~4~t.60i $t7~’t6.60I

I Total 3,940
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CALFED funding for this project is essential. The Battle Creek Watemhed Conservancy is supported by
dues from membership, as this is the firsl year of the Conservancy, average income from ~ues is an
unknown. The sormnt Battle Creek Watershed Project funded by both CVPIA and Cat lit will end mid
summer t 999, which provides for a 3/5 time Watershed Coordinator. Staff to assist the volunteer Board of
Directors is really crttical. The intereslin the issues is high, their commitmanl Js strong, but they are
volunteering their tiree and all have work and family obligations, To successfully maintain a strong
organiza~n requires funding. To effectively accomplish projects and the tasks set fo~ in this proposed
scope of work requires funding, To move forward with meaningful adjustments of how mankind lives, works,
and plays on the land and how that impacts the l~shery and everything else r~uires support in the form of
funding.
Every effod will be made to secure additional sources of funding to cony out olher pieces of the work plans.
This request is not for ful! funding for the organization and all of its tasks of work for the next 3 years. Support
wti! likely continue from the exiting sources, specifically tbe Resource Conservation Districts in both Teharss
and Shasta Counties and from the USDA Natural Resource Consorva~n Service. Of~e space and related
equipment is available for the current ~ffie Creek Watershed P~ject and hopefol/y will continue ta be
available
Although small in amount next off of this press so to speak wilt be a request for additional support from BLM
for their War on Weeds Mini-Grant in Catifornia. Within the s~ate ~here isa total of $15,000,.00 this year. The
point is to make it apparent that we are wi!ling to seek funding from many sources if necessef! to package
the funding needed in this watershed.
Schedaled Milestones:
Schedule rsilestonse are listed in Table 1 through Table 5, fur the five tasks and the associated subtasks,
The emphasis is pisoed on early fieldwo~k, so that the work done can serve to demonstrate the physical
implementation to the local landowners There is always a certain fear of the unknown operating, and the
best way to overcome this fear is to have concrete examples of the fieldwork to show to ether landowners
that could possibly benefit from the conservation practice.

Thir~ P~,rty Imp~.ets:
Thir~ Pa~ tmpects at this time are deemed to he banef, cial, not negative impacts requiring mitigalion. Mcel
of the proposed fieldwork has a positive impact in the form of additional local employment. Such local
employment not only helps the local economy, but il serves to "spread the word* about the nature of the work
being done.

VI.Applfoant QeelJf’~.,ations

The Battle Creek Waters h.~-~ Conservancy is a q uaiit’led entity to receive funding for watershed work in Battle
Creek. The organization is a non=profit, public benefil corporation. Capabilities to manage lunds requested
are in place. Necessary reportage will be handled intereally with audit requirements accomplished by an
i~depeedanl entity.

Capabilities for sub contrsoting with the California Department of Forestry and F~ Protection and ~
Lesson National Forest are obvious, Both are entities involved in many sources of public funding and the
related requirements to complete tasks

The Watershed Coordinator, Laurie Aumaok will he responsible directly to the Board of Directors of the Battle
Creek Watershed Conservancy. Day to ~ay opere~na wi;t be the responsibility of that position, with policy
and overall direction being set by the Board of Directors. Her experience includes community organizing with

t?
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the establishment of a succeasf~l Senior Citizens project and non-profit in Shasta County; grant fund
management within the past 3 years and work during the past 18 months assisting to develop the now
established BatfJe Creek Watershed Conservancy.

VII, Compliance w~ ~nds~l terms and conditions

The Balfle Creek Watershed Conservancy will comply with all standard terms and condilfons as required to
accept the requas~d tonding.

18
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Attachment

Requirements and Lobbying
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{a] Ib), (cl, (d), (e} and (f].

2 Sutter Street, Su&&e D
Red Bluff, CA 96080
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Laurie Aumack for Leland Davis, President, Bathle Creek Watershed Conserv-
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FiSur~ I

Standard Form 424"

APPLICATION FOR o~ ~p~ov=~ ~ ~’,3,~.0c~

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE
l~. °’rE su~rt’~=

l*~ .........

~

~o

Watershed Stewardship,
Battl~ Creek ~,~atershed

i
Tehama County an~ Shasta County

} I0,/I/~ 9/3~70~ Za±tle Creek Watershed Battle Creek Watershed Stewardsliip

Laurie Aumack for Leland Davis    President
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Figure 1

Standard Form 424 (cont’d.)

~NSTRUCTIONS FOR THE. SF 424
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Standard Form 424A (cont’d.)
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Figure 2

Standard Form 424A (c’ont’d.)

INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE SF-424A
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Figure 2

Slandard Form 424A (cc~nl’d.)

INSTRUCT[ONS FOR THE SF-424A
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~Ti~ur~ ?~

Standard Form 424A Ico~nt’d.)

INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE SF-,!24A (conbnued)
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Standard Form 424B

ASSURANCES -- NON.CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS
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Figure 3

Standard Form 424B

Battle Creek Natershed Conservancy 7/1/98
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